5 / 27/90 



hr. Churlus Luhn, Librarian 
Hood College 

^ear Charles, 

3ome tine before the 25tii anniversary of the Jill assassination, in the belief 
a special file* on it would be useful, I began one f as Jerry knows. I've kept it in a 
box for ready access and to be ablo to add to it. I hive the videocassettes separately. 

*ou can have either at any tiue you want then. Or both, of course. 

Ye .terday X received an audio tape of a program for public radio stations frta 
fublic Interest affiliates. They’d interviewed me by phono. They liavo commercial in- 
terest in the sale of cassettes and they askdd for them a release without 

listening to the cassette because otherwise would haVe to be seeking to censor. 

X listond to it this evening and I write about it because it illustrates the 
great difficulty there is in taking accurate and trutliful information to the people on 
this great "crime of the* centurSy. 11 I believe that the producers decied in advance, 
whether or not with any inkling of what it would mean, to oxplqJre conspir. £y theories. 

They had a tendency to go with those who said spectacular, dramatic things, exercising 
no editorial judgement at all. From the narrative they prepared for Edward liewman it ±3 
apparent that they did not know enough to exercise any editorial judgement. The narrative 
is often quite wrong factually and not infrequently very seriously. 

ia\ an example, after they used the voice of su^osed critics saying tliat the records 
should be made available they have be. /man concluding saying that the files sliould be 
opened. This despite the fact that I have and you'll get about a tliird of a million* 
page:-, of wliat they actually said is suppressed. Others are getting records I do not have, 
regularly. 

In what they sqid is t>o hours and X think is less there is not a single rofe ‘once 
to any of the FOIk litigation or to any of the records brought to light by it. I don't 
know which is .;orse, presuming to take information to the people when the producers were 
this ignoimt of the subject matter or knowing it and suppressing it for the sake of 
preepnepetions and predeterminations. 

Iron the lit~le tliey used of wliat X said i. am confident that one predetermination 
was to avoid the facts of the crime to the degree possible. Tliey didn’t use a single word 
I said on tliat. 

They knew so little about the published material they aired a number of others saying 
they had brought to light what tliey had not and X had. To a degree this can be accidental 
famt not in its entirety, unless they were tint ignorant of the jubje t natter. 

Yftis also underscores the fact tliat there are very few critics ta oro - are who do 
stick to the facts and know them. 

They gave most attention to KoAcrt andon, whose book is largely the work of 
others anu wa 3 published^tsono two decades xuigo.^e's done nothing since but tliat makes him 
an authority on anything and every tiling, currently, too. They gave wliat appars to be next 
greatest time to .Jean Davison, who spoke of her ^investigation" when she made none and 
restricted herulf , again two decades after the fact, to what the Warren Commission published 
that wab in accord with her unhidden preconception, of Oswald's singular guilt. Lore tlian 
a third of a nillipn pages of previously withheld records were available to her when she 
began but she didn t consult any and she didnjct even mrietion then. How much greater auth- 
ority can one be? 

Of all the theories they went biggest for the mafia plots garbage. They used David 
Schein who wrote a book about it with virtually no mention of the assassination and about 
tliat much about fact. £t is a theory and tliat nukes him an authority and the few references 
he made to supposed reality are ludicrously wrong. Dan Holden is another of the nafia-did- 
it count jrcitolizers and he had auout the next groutest amount of attention. I'm sure he 
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worked tliis into lii 5 book on the mafia to soil it. fh knows so little about even what 
he said is the Oswald link to the nufia he mispronounced the name and then established 
this was no accident by misspelling it. 

iiylvia 1A eugh r, who was an authentic expert, did virtually nothing on the subject 
after her book was published in or 19&8. She was qliate good on what they used, but 

lir:e just about all that lias any relationsliip to fact, it was of the din past. 

I renenbev at least one thing that was as dishonest ns it was v/rong. They tried to 
make out that first, Jinny Hoff a was tliejlink to tin* nafia plot when he wasn’t and tlien 
that he liad threaded to kill JFK. To establish tills they used excerpts from his Benate 
testimony from /ong bedore JFK wau elected. <md he L d made no reference to JFK then. 

Tliey even confused the 01 a and FBI, referring to the Ola. when it wau FBI. Then they 
used ?orf. Fhil l^elanson, whose name they mispronounced perliaps a dozen tines and tliey 
usi-dLin almost that often, to say that tlie government plotted to avoid having the original 
df tnc abralian &uprilder film when tliat did not happen* (it >/as perhaps worse- the FBI and 
Oecret Service had no interest in the origin: .1 film, could liave seised it and didn't .On tills 
students nay want to read FBI reports Jerry lias on the film taken by Charles Aronson, jt showed, 
in the FBI's own words, the President actually being killed but the FBI didn't want it 
because it could not be used for "identification," meaning of Oswald with a smoking gun. 

But it was quite useful for other identifications, many of then, in an$ genuine investi- 
gation. ) 

It is impossible to exaggerate how roally awful this show is. and it was not a 
commercial production but for public radio. 

.aid virtu. illy nobody in the audience was in a position to evaluate what was 
aired, 'whether on fact or on wliat most of it is, theories tliat without exception are 
une tenable. 

Prof. David Krone's summation is quite good. Bo also are a few, very few, of the 
observations made by a few others. But even one of those who i3 quite good, Dr. Cyril 
Wecht, perliaps bed huso he lias tit Iked himself into believing it, says ho brought to light 
what he had nothing at all to do with bringing to light, he merely cribbed it and took 
crodit for it. It lias to do with some of the autopsy materials - got through FOIa* Tliis 
has to do with some of it no longer existing. 

I've taken this time because" xt*~this show illustrates so veil how most of the 
people have been misled and because it typifies those who do the misleading, .hatevor 
they nay have had in mind or thought they did. 



3ost, 




litirold Jeisberg 



